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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is in response to applicant's amendment filed on September 18, 2006. Claims 
1-1 l,13-22f35-44,47-S6yS9-62 are now pending in the present appUcation. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on September 18, 2006 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co,, 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

5. Claims 1,13,35 and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Loucks US Patent 6,760,412 in view of Langsenkamp US Patent 6,556,664. 
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Regarding claim i, Loucks teaches a method of arranging for an electronically-recorded 
message to be delivered to a communication medium of a second user at a selected time, 
(abstract), said method comprising the steps of: 

recording the message by a first user on a stand-alone communication device in direct 
connection to a telephone line as customer premises equipment, (fig. 2; col. 4, lines 49-61; col 5, 
lines 42-60; col. 8, lines 6-20); 

inputting an access code on the stand-alone communication device for accessing the 
communication medium of the second user, (col. 1 1, lines 38-67; fig. 7) and 

indicating a delivery time for delivery of the message fi*om the stand-alone 
communication device to the communication medium of the second user, (figs. 3A, 3B, col. 7, 
lines 51-64). 

Loucks does not specifically teach wherein the message is retractable by canceling 
delivery of the message before the delivery time. 

In the same field of endeavor, Langsenkamp teaches of a method and system for sending 
recorded to a communication media of a recipient at a selected time and wherein the recorded 
message is retractable by canceling delivery of the message before the delivery time, (col. 14, 
line64-col. 15, line 20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Loucks by allowing the user to cancel delivery of the message so 
that when the user sees that there is no longer a need to have the message sent they can prevent 
the message fi-om being sent. 
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Regarding claims 13 and 35, Lx)ucks teaches a method and system for sending an 
electronically-recorded message to a communication medium of a second user at a selected time, 
(abstract), said method comprises the steps and means for: 

recording the message by a first user on a stand-alone communication device in direct 
connection to a telephone line as customer premises equipment, (fig. 2; col. 4, Unes 49-61; col. 5, 
lines 42-60, col. 8, lines 6-20); 

inputting an access code on the stand-alone communication device for accessing the 
communication medium of the second user, (col. 11, lines 38-67; fig. 7); 

indicating a delivery time for delivery of the message to a communication medium of the 
recipient, (col. 7, lines 51-69; figs. 3 A, 3B); and 

sending the message fi'om the stand-alone communication device to the communication 
medium of the recipient when the time reaches the delivery time, (col. 7, Knes 51-69). 

Loucks does not specifically teach wherein the message is retractable by canceling 
delivery of the message before the dehvery time. 

In the same field of endeavor, Langsenkamp teaches of a method and system for sending 
recorded to a communication media of a recipient at a selected time and wherein the recorded 
message is retractable by canceling delivery of the message before the delivery time, (col. 14, 
line64-col. 15, line 20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Loucks by allowing the user to cancel delivery of the message so 
that when the user sees that there is no longer a need to have the message sent they can prevent 
the message from being sent. 
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Regarding claim 47, Loucks teaches a system for sending an electronically-recorded 

message to a communication medium of a second user at a selected time; (abstract), said system 
comprising: 

means for recording by a first user a message on a stand-alone communication device in 
direct connection to a telephone line as customer premises equipment, (fig. 2; col. 4, lines 49-61; 
col. 5, lines 42-60; col. 8, lines 6-20); 

means for inputting an access code on the stand-alone communication device for 
accessing a communication medium of a second user, (col. 11, lines 38-67 fig. 7); 

means for indicating a delivery time for delivery of the message to a communication 
medium of the second user, (figs. 3 A, 3B; col. 7, lines 51-64); 

means for keeping track of a clock time, (figs. 3A, 3B; col. 7, lines 51-64); and 

means for sending the message from the stand-alone communication device to the 
communication medium of the second user when the time reaches the delivery time, (col. 7, lines 
51-64). 

Loucks does not specifically teach wherein the message is retractable by canceling 
delivery of the message before the delivery time. 

In the same field of endeavor, Langsenkamp teaches of a method and system for sending 
recorded to a communication media of a recipient at a selected time and wherein the recorded 
message is retractable by canceling delivery of the message before the delivery time, (col. 14, 
line64-col. 15, line 20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Loucks by allowing the user to cancel delivery of the message so 
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that when the user sees that there is no longer a heed to have the message sent they can prevent 
the message from being sent. 

6. Claims 1-5,8-1 1,13-22,35-44,46-56 and 59-62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Loucks US Patent 6,760,412 in view of Chandra et al. US Patent Pub. 
2002/0138582 and further in view of Langsenkamp US Patent 6,556,664. 

Regarding claim 7, Loucks teaches a method of arranging for an electronically-recorded 
message to be delivered to a communication medium of a recipient at a selected time, (abstract), 
said method comprising the steps of: 

recording the message on a stand-alone communication device in direct connection to a 
telephone line as customer premises equipment, (fig. 2; col. 4, lines 49-61; col. 5, lines 42-60; 
col. 8, lines 6-20); 

inputting an access code on the stand-alone communication device for accessing the 
communication medium of the recipient, (col. 11, lines 38-67; fig. 7) and 

indicating a delivery time for delivery of the message from the stand-alone 
communication device to the communication medium of the recipient, (figs. 3A, 3B, col. 7, lines 
51-64). 

Loucks does not specifically teach that the recorded message which was recorded by a 
first user is to be delivered to a second user since the first user and recipient in Loucks appear to 
be the same person. However, the Examiner notes that since Loucks teaches that the user of 
Loucks can input any telephone number then it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art that the user of Louchks can input a number belonging to a second user. 
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Nonetheless, Chandra teaches that it was well known in the art to have a reminder system 
in which a reminder is recorded by a first person and dehvered to a second person, (paragraphs 
0540,0541,0544,0252), 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Loucks by allowing the user to send reminders to second 
recipients as taught by Chandra so that the message reminder sender can send their reminder to a 
plurality of different recipients if they want to remind everyone that is part of a group. 

Loucks in view of Chandra do not specifically teach wherein the message is retractable 
by canceling delivery of the message before the delivery time. 

In the same field of endeavor, Langsenkamp teaches of a method and system for sending 
recorded to a communication media of a recipient at a selected time and wherein the recorded 
message is retractable by canceling delivery of the message before the delivery time, (col. 14, 
line64-col. 15, line 20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Loucks by allowing the user to cancel delivery of the message so 
that when the user sees that there is no longer a need to have the message sent they can prevent 
the message from being sent. 

Regarding claims 2,15, 37 and 49 Loucks, as applied to claims 1 , 14,36 and 48 teaches 
inputting a pluraHty of access codes for accessing a plurality of communication media, (fig. 7), 

Regarding claims 3,16, 38 and SO, Loucks, as applied to claims 2,15,37 and 49 teaches 
indicating a plurality of deHvery times, each delivery time corresponding to delivery of the 
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recorded message to each of a plurality of communication media, (figs. 3 A, 3B; col. 7, lines 51- 
64). 

Regarding claims 4^17, 39 and 51, Loucks in view of Chandra, as applied to claims 3,16 
and 50, teaches indicating whether the message should only be delivered if the second user 
directly receives the message, (fig. 4; col. 9, lines 43-54). 

Regarding claims 5,18,40 and 52, Loucks in view of Chandra, as applied to claims 
4,17,39 and 51, teaches indicating a re-send delay period used to re-send the message to a second 
user after a re-send delay period if the recipient does not directly receive the message, (col. 9, 
lines 43-54). 

Regarding claims 8,19, 41 and 53, Loucks, as applied to claims 1,13, 35 and 47 teaches 
wherein the communication medium is a telephone, (fig. 7; col. 11, lines 38-67). 

Regarding claims 9,20,42 and 54, Loucks, as applied to claims 8,19,41 and 53, teaches 
wherein the access code is a telephone number for the telephone, (fig. 7; col. 11, lines 38-67)! 

Regarding claims 10,21,43 and 55, Loucks, as applied to claims 1,13,35 and 47 teaches 
wherein the communication medium is a voicemail mailbox, (fig. 7; col. 11, lines 38-67). 

Regarding claims 11,22, 44 and 56, Loucks, as applied to claims 10,21,43 and 45 
teaches wherein the access code is a voicemail mailbox number, (fig. 7; col. 1 1, lines 38-67). 

Regarding claims 13 and 35, Loucks teaches a method and system for sending an 
electronically-recorded message to a communication medium of a recipient at a selected timed, 
(abstract), said method comprises the steps and means for: 
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recording the message on a stand-alone communication device in direct connection to a 
telephone line as customer premises equipment, (fig. 2; col. 4, lines 49-61; col. 5, lines 42-60; 
col. 8, lines 6-20); 

inputting an access code on the stand-alone communication device for accessing the 
communication medium of the recipient, (col. 11, lines 38-67; fig. 7); 

indicating a delivery time for delivery of the message to a communication medium of the 
recipient, (col. 7, lines 51-69; figs. 3 A, 3B); and 

sending the message fi-om the stand-alone communication device to the communication 
medium of the recipient when the time reaches the dehvery time, (col. 7, lines 51-69). 

Loucks does not specifically teach that the recorded message which was recorded by a 
first user is to be delivered to a second user since the first user and recipient in Loucks appear to 
be the same person. However, the Examiner notes that since Loucks teaches that the user of 
Loucks can input any telephone number then it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art that the user of Loucks can input a number belonging to a second user. 

Nonetheless, Chandra teaches that it was well known in the art to have a reminder system 
in which a reminder is recorded by a first person and delivered to a second person, (paragraphs 
0540,0541,0544,0252). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Loucks by allowing the user to send reminders to second 
recipients as taught by Chandra so that the message reminder sender can send their reminder to a 
plurality of different recipients if they want to remind everyone that is part of a group. 
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Loucks in view of Chandra do not specifically teach wherein the message is retractable 
by canceling delivery of the message before the delivery time. 

In the same field of endeavor, Langsenkamp teaches of a method and system for sending 
recorded to a communication media of a recipient at a selected time and wherein the recorded 
message is retractable by canceling delivery of the message before the delivery time, (col. 14, 
line 64-col. 15, line 20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Loucks by allowing the user to cancel delivery of the message so 
that when the user sees that there is no longer a need to have the message sent they can prevent 
the message from being sent. 

Regarding claims 14,36 and 48, Loucks, as applied to claims 14,35 and 47, teaches 
wherein the communication medium comprises a plurality of communication media, each 
communication medium having its own unique access code, (fig. 7). 

Regarding claim 47, Loucks teaches a system for sending an electronically-recorded 
message to a communication medium of a recipient at a selected time, (abstract), said system 
comprising: 

means for recording a message on a stand-alone communication device in direct 
connection to a telephone line as customer premises equipment, (fig. 2; col. 4, lines 49-61; col. 5, 
lines 42-60; col. 8, lines 6-20); 

means for inputting an access code on the stand alone communication device for 
accessing a communication medium of a recipient, (col. 1 1, lines 38-67 fig. 7); 
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means for indicating a delivery time for delivery of the message to a communication 

medium of the recipient, (figs. 3 A, 3B, col. 7, lines 51-64); 

means for keeping track of a clock time, (figs. 3A, 3B; col. 7, lines 51-64); and 
means for sending the message from the stand-alone communication device to the 

communication medium of the recipient when the time reaches the delivery time, (col. 7, lines 

51-64). 

Loucks does not specifically teach that the recorded message which was recorded by a 
first user is to be delivered to a second user since the first user and recipient in Loucks appear to 
be the same person. However, the Examiner notes that since Loucks teaches that the user of 
Loucks can input any telephone number then it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art that the user of Louchks can input a number belonging to a second user. 

Nonetheless, Chandra teaches that it was well known in the art to have a reminder system 
in which a reminder is recorded by a first person and delivered to a second person, (paragraphs 
0540,0541,0544,0252). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Loucks by allowing the user to send reminders to second 
recipients as taught by Chandra so that the message reminder sender can send their reminder to a 
plurality of different recipients if they want to remind everyone that is part of a group. 

Loucks in view of Chandra do not specifically teach wherein the message is retractable 
by canceling delivery of the message before the delivery time. 

In the same field of endeavor, Langsenkamp teaches of a method and system for sending 
recorded to a communication media of a recipient at a selected time and wherein the recorded 
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message is retractable by canceling delivery of the message before the delivery time, (col. 14, 
line64-col. 15, line 20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Loucks by allowing the user to cancel delivery of the message so 
that when the user sees that there is no longer a need to have the message sent they can prevent 
the message from being sent. 

Regarding claims 59-62, Loucks in view of Chandra teaches wherein the first user is 
distinct form the second user, (paragraphs 540,541,544). 

As stated above, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Loucks by allowing the user to send reminders to second 
recipients as taught by Chandra so that the message reminder sender can send their reminder to a 
plurality of different recipients if they want to remind everyone that is part of a group. 
7. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Loucks in 
view of Chandra and further in view of Langsenkamp and further in view of Hogan et al. US 
Patent 5,646,982. 

Regarding claim 6, Loucks in view of Chandra and Langsenkamp, as applied to claim 5, 
teaches indicating a maximum re-send message number used to re-send the message to a second 
user a maximum number of times when the recipient does not directly receive the message, (col. 
9, lines 51-54; fig. 7). 

Loucks, Chandar and Langsenkamp do not teach that the maximum re-send message 
number is "selected by the first user". 
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In the same field of endeavor of message delivery, Hogan teaches that it was well known 
in the art that users can set a maximum re-send number for message delivery attempts, (col. 2, 
lines 25-36). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Loucks by allowing a user to set the threshold number as taught 
by Hogan so that the user can be provided with full control for deUvering their message and 
setting all of the parameters of the message. 

Regarding claims 7, Loucks in view of Chandra, as applied to claim 6, teaches indicating 
a re-send message number used to re-send the message to a second user a number of times, (fig. 
7; col. 11, lines 38-67). 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed September 18, 2006 have been fiiUy considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant contends that Langsenkamp appears deficient in teaching or suggesting 
indicating a delivery time for delivery of the message from the stand-alone communication 
device to the communication medium of the second user, wherein the message is retractable by 
canceling delivery of the message before the delivery time since Langsenkamp does not disclose 
that an individual call can be canceled by itself 

9. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
apphcant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which appUcant relies (i.e., an individual 
call can be canceled by itself) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are 
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interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the 
claims. See In re Van Gems, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Furthermore, while Langsenkamp teaches of canceling delivery of messages to a plurality 
of message recipients, it is clearly shown in Langsenkamp that a single call can be canceled 
based on the timing of when the user initiates the retraction step. That is, if the user initiates the 
retraction before any call goes out or if there is one more call left then, the last call will be 
canceled. Since Langsenkamp provides for plural users it would further be obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art that a single recipient can be inputted for message delivery based on the 
needs of the message sender. One of ordinary skill in the art would clearly see that the system of 
Langsenkamp can conceivable send messages from 0 to n number of recipients. 

Conclusion 

10. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300, (for formal communications intended for entry) 

Or: 

(571) 273-7537, (for infornnal or draft communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 

Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 
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1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ovidio Escalante whose telephone number is 571-272-7537. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 6:30AM to 3:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fan S Tsang can be reached on 571-272-7547. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published apphcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
apphcations is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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